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Remarks: 

Applicanthas read and considered the Office Action dated January 24. 2007 and the 
referencescitedtherein. Claims 1, 5. 8, 12 and 17 have be^ amended. New claims 18-22 have 
been added and foither distinguish over the prior art. Claim 14 has b.en cancelled vathout 
prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1-13 and 15-22 are currently pending. Reconsideration and 
reexamination are hereby requested. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
mdefinite. The Office Action.stated that in claim 1, Imes 10-12, and claim 8. lines 9-12, the 
phraseology "said first planar section has a first visible surface providing a first Ught/showdown 
effect in said second planar section has a second visible surface providing a second light/shadow 
effect" is not readily understood by the Examiner. Applicant has amended claims 1 and 8 to 
delete the indefinite language. Applicant assens that the ct^rrent claim language is readily 
understood and clarifies the surfaces and their differing appearances. AppUcant asserts that the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, has been overcome and requests that the 

rejecnon be withdrawn. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112. first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The Office Action indicates that it is not 
readily understood how the change of direction/planar surface of a door can be provide two 
different visual effects. The objected to light/shadow effect language has been deleted, -me first 
and second planar sections are arranged in different planes. Therefore, at any given moment, the 
Ught will reflect m a different manner as the angles of the two surfaces will be different. 
AppUcant asserts that this provides a different visual effect as one of the surfaces will typically 
have a darker shade than the other due to a higher reflection or absorption of Ught than the other. 
AppUcant asserts that this is defined further in claims 21 and 22. Applicant asserts tl^ the 
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^ecdon™d«35U.S.C.5.12.fi«tp3«graph,i.ov«comcandt«,u«utot*=«jectio,>be 

wifhdravm. 

aaiinsl-7 ic,12.13,15andl7w.rerqcctedtmte35U.S.C.§W3(a)<«).«tag 
^enUbteoverBiebuyct The Office A^on..ates*a.Bi.*»y*ftiUtodis.losc*, angle 
b«»=»*epl--s^c,ns should be beweenioa^ 20 degree, Ho«e«r.fteA««>nsB«s 

4a. it would have been »bvio<. .o provide .b. angle between the planar .ecdens to b, betw^ 
10 «,d 20 degrees since one would sdU see onco«ing traffic beyond d>e opening of the b>nldmg 
and thus pr=v«.tmg the doors fiotn emending too far into . sidewalk area. AppUcant a«em that 
the recited angleprovide, surprising remits and the claims patentablydistinsti* overBtebuyot 
Alfcough the Office Acdon o<mt«rfs that it would have been obvious to change dte «.gle to 
between 10 and 20 degrees. Applicant notes that Biebuyck includes Figures 2A - 2G showurg 
muJdpl. differs- configur-iom, and Figures 3A ».d 3B, Figures 4. 7-8 and 9-10 showntg 
multiple difflt«.t configurations. None of the conflgur«ions ^wears to teach or suggest a. 
angle of between 10 and 20 degrees. 

AppUcait asserts fliat Biebuyck uses glass doors that are transparent and those are 

^ed in a series and serve a substandally different purpose than the present mvention. The 
Biebuyck doors are u«d a. an entrance toabuildingltom the outdoors. Thepresentinvenhon., 

directed to providnvg easily viewable doors with different panels having a different visual effect 
The Biebuyck panels are all shown as glass and would be transparent and diffieult to see. It ,5 
dear that Biebuyck is .»t i«tend»l to provide easy visibility 60m an interior room where 
Ughttogmaybeproblematic. AppUcanffirrflter assert, that Biebuyck is utilized to make access 
into and out of a buiWir« easier. Ihercfcre, the angles arc aB substantially greater than 10 to 20 
degrees. Applicant averts fl«« the visual effect of the series of doors of Biebuyck and the 
greater angle of the doors teaches away ftom the mudi flatter configuration of the present 
invention. AppUcants assert that the angle of 10 to 20 degrees provides sorprismg results by 
obtaining sufHcient visually dislu^uishable appearances on the panels while m»mmzmg 
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space as,hedoo«p»«ud»My—yin»U.e,oo™.App.ca« -cm*.. =.^s 
,,„d8pa»o.iblydi«m^boverBiebuycka»dU,at*ecl3in«d.p«.aing*«=fiomaUo 

patentably distmguish over Biebuyck a al. 

Claim 9 11 »d 16 were rejected m,dcr 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being »rpate«abl« over 
Biebuyckinvi^^ofVanSar^C. Applicant as«n.ta.Va„Sa.d.o„.ydi.=U^a3«^^ 

does 1 ren^d. Ore ,bor.co»^^ discus^d above regard to Bieb„ye. ^ 

Applicant asserts that the in.p.ov«nentaof1te present invention are more than the 
p^etable useofptior art elen-entsaceordingto their established «»=dons.Tl»pre«^ 
tav«tionp«>vides a substantially diSerem faction than the cited prior art andthoats 
nonobvious over the prior art. 

dainr 8 wotJdbe aUowableifr»vritten or amended to overcome &e rejections nnder 35 
use §U2.seccndpar3graph. AwUcan.<hanka the Bcaminerte the indication ot allowable 
sabjeet matter. AppUcan. asserts .ha.«« rejection under 35 U.S.C. 8 U2h. been ~e^ 
Applicant assess fltat claim 8 is in condition allov^nc AppUcan. thanlca the E^amtner fbr 
the indication of aUowable subject inatter. 

N«,cld.nsl8.22provide8n.heradv»t.8eaoverthecitedpriorar.oranycombinan^^ 
thereof aaimsl8andl9ftrtherrecl„fl.,.«^aecondsmftcesand,hecreationoftoand 
second visnaUydist^ble,ppear»,eeshyr^eedngU.h. and creadnsshado^^^ 
^ that cl^ms 1 8 and 19 pat««ably distin^ over the transparent doors of Btebuyclc e, al. 
and Van Sandt and/or any other prior art or combination theteof. 

New clrims 20 and 21 recite that the B« and second surfeces provide a Brst shade and . 
«^ *ade ttat are visuaUy dlsdnguUbab.e *om one another. AppMean, asserts that d,e 
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transparent doors of Biebuyck do not 



and cannot provide the same visual effect and do not serve 



the same ptjrpose. Applicant asserts 



that claims 20-21 patentably distinguish over the pnor art- 



Claim 22 recites that the first and secor^d visible surfaces are opaque surfaces. B.ebuyc^^ 
discloses only transparent glass doors on the extenorofabuildin^Theopaque surfaces 

r^^lvilale^cct^an^etransparentsur.^^^^ 

tTltnaybedifficultto see. AppUcant asserts th^t^e.^^^^^ 
awayWthepresent invention ar^tbatclairn 22 patentably distinguishesoverthepaor^^ 



form of a Notice of AUowance is hereby solicited, 
be helpfiil in fliis matter, please contact 



A speedy and favorable action in the 
If the Examiner feels that a telephone interview may 
AppUcant's representative at (612) 336-4728. 

Respectfully submitted, 
MERCHANT & GOULD P.C 



23552 

PATBlWTRABEMAWt 



Dated: 





^K. Sebald 
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